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(1) Tim Heitbrink . 
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Date of Interview: 17 February 2004 



Time: 



Type of Interview: 

13 Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
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Part L 

Rejection (s) discussed: 
New matter of Figs. 3-6. 

Claims discussed: 
8 

Prior art documents discussed: 
None 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

13 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the subs tance of the int erview, since t he interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. Th e exam i ne i wil l p i uv l Ue a wi i ll eii summa ry 61 IM ^ubatanee 
oHheinteTview-4n4he Nnticft of Allnwabi%. jjte^ aJiP^. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all Issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Mr. Massie 
agreed to the cancelation of Figs. 5 and 6 and to replace Figs. 3 and 4 as originally filed to avoid the new nnatter as 
shown by the drawings. The Examiner agreed with Mr. Massle's suggestion to the amendment to claim 8 as found in 
the Examiner's Amendment where the deleted part of the claim was felt to be merely functional. 



